Dear Phil, 6/25/85 

0?}io FBI UM on Gone Crawford vd.th your 6/l8 is ono of a seii.eo of records 
rolatine to liiia disclosed to ra in tho King POIA case, No\/ you Jiave V/ayia Chastain* s 
salvage and eggs man. Vfaime had Been a good friend when he W£is on tla paper and I'd 
tried to ease him off the ob-vions irrelevance out of wldch he ;> ought to build a 
book md a solution, but to no availo Ho was so upset after told Mia what the 
rc-cords show I've not hoard from him since. 

I don't recall having noticed any notation of the use of stencils but I 
presume referen e is to a miissograph stencil and the notation is merely not to 
preser're it because there; was no probability of any need for additional copies. 

In those days I'm ceftain th;t vihere a nuiaber of copies were needed mimeo was 
much clieaper. So, I tMnk that copies of the B PD 502 of the Crai^ford interview 
were made witla t]io stencil, after wMch it was disposed of rather than cluttering 
a fils Mttiout need. 

Only news relates to JFK field offices case in wMch sanctions had been 
assessed against both Jim and me, Mth dj/FBI claiming^ almost 3510,000. On remand, 
district court judge dismxssed sancyxons agciiiist J~iri and reduced those to mo 
to close to $90C^ viMch I've told my ACLU lavjyer I'm not paying. He is scared. He 
backed off of an earlier agreement to reopen tho whole thing with new evidence, 
disclosed to “aik Allen after tlie record in my case was closed, TMs new evidence, 
properly handled, is enou^^ to get tho whole 1Mng thrown out with onlyma 
m i m i m al honesty by the courts and is actually enou^, in other than tMs 
li^ganite era, to justify perjury cliarges against the FBI's case agent in tMs 
litigation. Who iuippens also to have the same role in *^ark Allen's case and thus 
can hardly claim ignorance when he swore so falsely to the most material tilings. 

To liiake tMs compehensible, he swore in ray case that certain relevant 
mateidal did not exist gnd he disclosed it in Hack's case. In ny case they also 
swore that discovery from me xfas necessary so they could prove; that they had 
complied Mth uy request and what they disclosed to ^’^ark establishes not only that 
tMs is irajpossible but that they knew it all the while — and never corrected any 
representation to any court, 

I Tx>pe I do not wind uo having to bo ly own lawyer. He nwMle, I'd addressed 
the ACLU follow Mth some pointedness about fear and its consequences. When we 
spoke, liist week he said he'd give it more thoiuiht and I'm awaiting word. Jim 
can't handle tlxLs because of tho continuing possible conflict of interest and 
if tMs were not true he'd also be afraid. Real-life soap opera! 

■^est wishes. 



